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HERE is no ſpecies of controverſial 
compoſition that ſo much impoſes 
upon the million as an affected candour. 
Let but a political writer ſet out with the, 
proteſtations of impartiality ; let him, in 
order to heighten the deception, beſpat- 
ter the leaders of both parties with ob- 
loquy, intermixed with ſome ſhare of 
praiſe, and his end is in a great meaſure 
effected. 
| The 
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The people of England are fo diſguſted 
with the indiſcriminate virulence, and un- 
merited eulogiums of party, that whenever 
a pamphlet appears, in which hardly any 
characters whatever are held up as either 
immaculately virtuous, or diabolically 
vitious ; but where purity of mind and 
ſublimity of talents, are mingled with, 
and debaſed by the foibles of nature, we 
at leaſt pronounce 1t a candid perform- 
ance, where rancour can have no ſhare, 
where cunning can have no view, and 
where the moſt diſintereſted patriotiſm 
only predominates. But ſhould ſuch a 
compoſition, upon an attentive peruſal, 
be found to teem with charges of the 
moſt heinous kind, and of the moſt de- 
praved malignity, againſt thoſe very cha- 
racers that the writer at firſt ſo profuſely 
embelliſhes with perfections, every reader 


muſt throw it aſide with diſdain, and 
execrate 
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execrate ſuch a baſe deſign of that petty 
dauber, who has the ignorant audacity 
to affirm, that beauty conſiſts in uglineſs, 
and that depravity is virtue. 


When a perſon writes from conviction, 
he is at leaft generally conſiſtent. His 
opinions may be erroneous, but they will 
very ſeldom be incongruous. Integrity 
of ſentiment is ſure to produce unifor- 
mity; Whether 1t be truth or not that 
the conſcious mind advances, 1s left to 
the determination of the world. It has 
this virtue, however, which all mankind 
revere, that the emanations of its pen 
flow from the purity of its heart. The 
ſincere man's opinions are entitled to 
reſpect, whether the object of his idolatry 
be the charms of a Pitt, or the faſcina- 
tions of a Fox. If the heart be but good, 
although the mind may be weak, or the 


underſtanding 


691 
underſtanding be miſled, the world may 
pity, but they never will deteſt. The 
errors of a bigot beget commiferation. 
The vices of a hypocrite on the contrary, 


rouze our indignation and provoke our 
reſentment. 


Envy could never draw a reply to the ano- 
nymous ſpeculations of the intelligent and 
reflecting mind which reviewed the © Poli- 
tical State of Great Britam at the Com- 


mencement of the yeat᷑ One thouſand feven 
hundred and eighty feven.” 


The novel manner in which the Review 
is conducted, attracts indeed our attention. 
The looſe periods of which it conſiſts are 
run over, before we perceive that a few 
attempts at a few characters are all that 
is aimed at. As to the political ftate, it is 
not fo much as once thought of, how- 


ever 
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ever much it © may be detached from the ge- 
neral maſs of time and matter, which conſti- 
tute and compoſe what we denomi nate Hiſtory. 
Even the relative and reſpective ſituations 
of the King and the People, of the governors 
and the governed,” is by no means pointetl 
out ; and unleſs a few bland expreſſions 
and falſe compliments are meant, it is 
impoſſible to conceive any intention in 
this Political Review. If however it has 
any thing for which it deſerves preſent 
notice, or may preſerve a name in future 
time, it is from its exhibiting the moſt 
glaring inſtance of inconſiſtent flattery 
and falſe character, that ever met the ob- 
ſervation of men. We mean to be under- 
ſtood. The man who ſpeaks his opinion 
is conſiſtent ; the man who ſpeaks it not, 
betrays himſelf in a thouſand ways, and 
is intangled in the nets which he himſelf 


has ſpread. 
B The 
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The tongue or the pen of the vile flat- 
terer ſhould preſerve as ſacred, thoſe cha- 
racters which mankind ought to look up 
toand regard. The © unprecedented diſgraces 
and calamitics,” which the Political Ob- 
ſerver tells us, have happened in the 
reign of George the Third,” and which he 
enumerates with all due formality and 
aggravation ; * the loſs of dominion, of armies, 
of fleets, and of millions. The abyſs of ruin 


in to which a long train of unfortunate coun- 


cils has plunged the empire, the degree of po- 
litical inſigntficance into which the country is 
fallen,” exiſt only in his own mind; © yer,” 
ſays he, theſe have not deprived his 
Majeſly of popularity; and why has it ſur- 
vived this mighty wreck? From many 
circumſtances, CURIOUS TO INVESTIGATE, 
his poder of razfing a race of princes, ana 
lein; married to a prolific Queen, perhaps 
prevented the diadem from a rude aſſuult, ana 


from 


from being torn from the Royal Brow.” 
Whether this is treaſon or ill nature, we. 
know not, nor pretend to know ;---but he 
proceeds, © his numerous family, his pri- 
vate virtues,” and domeſtic character, drew a 
veil, even in the opinion of his enemies, acroſs 
his Government and Adminiſtration. The fa- 
ther and the huſband protected and ſheltered 
the Prince! ! !” Why, what does this 
mean ? Is it meant that the public cha- 
rafter of George the Third wants ſhelter 
and protection, in domeſtic virtues, from 
the vengeance of his ſubjects ? If it is not 
meant, at leaſt it is expreſſed ; nor are we 
relieved from the anger with which this 
will naturally fill a loyal breaſt, by his 
obſervation, that Charles the Firſt and 
George the Third are fimilar in thoſe virtues 
and quali fications, which could not ſecure the firſt 
from the ſcaffold and the block! ! !” In addi- 
tion to the virtues of the huſband and the 

B 2 father, 
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father, are added ſeveral inferior and neceſ- 
ſary ſupports, The diſobedience of the 
eldeſt ſon is the neceſſary prop of the fa- 
ther's character. Abſurdity, contradic- 
tion, and confuſion, where have ye hi- 
therto maintained your reign ? Is it poſ- 
ſible that a man can be found, who is fo 
entirely void of 1deas, to the words of 
which he is ſo profuſe? Or, do we con- 
template the production of an automaton, 
a mill, which arranges words, but which 
has no ideas ? | 


The p9fitive virtues of the Sovereign 
ſtill remain alone; the huſband and the 
father compriſes all; but as a reparation, 
and as negative virtues to the diſobedience 
of the Son, the diſobedience and inordi- 
nate ambition of his morftrous ſervants, 
the Coalition is added, backed by the 
ſtory of an aſſaſſination, which he ſays, 


did 
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did not actually exiſt, and theſe two pofl- 
tive virtues, with their negative train, oc- 
caſioned our Sovereign to acquire more 
numerous and adulatory addreſſes, than James 
the Firſt or Richard Cromwell. Uſurpers, 
ideots and tyrants,” he tells us, Have 
been ſuccelſively complimented with the ſame 
projefſions of duty and aſfection. The cha- 
racter of our Sovereign prevents us from 
ever conceiving that the man, or the 
automaton, or the mill, (which ever it is) 
could ever mean to include him in either 
of theſe; that is impoſſible, and we with 
the obſervation had been introduced at a 
better time and a fitter place, 


In addition to this ſtrange farrago of we 
know not well what, comes another obſer- 
vation, that a conſciouſneſs of the danger 
which never actually exiſted, was perhaps aug- 
mented in its effect by an obvious and unavoid- 


able 


4 
able reflection on the character of the Prince, 
who muſt have ſucceeded to the vacant Throne: 
This obliterated the recollection of faded glories, 
and brought the popularity of George the Third. 
after à long rei gy. of which the firſt portion 
was only remarkable for a bad peace, and the 
latter for the deſtruction of the altar of victory, 
and for treading inthe duſt the Imperial Eagle.” 


* This King,” however, he ſays, will ſoar 
* above the limits of a vulgar fate.” What 
does this mean? His continence, the de- 
corum of his manners, and his conjugal 
virtues, hold him up in a point of view ta 
which no heart of feeling, or mind of reflection, 
can ever be inſenſible. Thus has the Au- 
thor of the Short Review of the Political 
State of Britain delineated her King! ! ! 


Whether any diſtinct 1dea may be left in 
the minds of thoſe who read the moſt in- 
conſiſtent 


3 
conſiſtent arrangement of words that 
ever were printed, we do not know; but 
if the words are taken in . their literal 
meaning, ſuch of thoſe parts as are not 
completely contradicted by the next ſen- 
rence, we ſhould underſtand, that the King 
is a good huſband and a good father, but 
a very bad King; and that he, by means of 
theſe domeſtic virtues, together with the 
diſobedience of his Son, Charles Fox, and 
Margaret Nicholſon, has acquired a po- 
pularity which he does not deſerve. Leav- 
ing for a moment then the looſe declama- 
tion of the candid Reviewer, who ſays and 
unſays nine-tenths of what he ſays at all, 


we will venture to put him right in point 
of fact, in a plain way. 


The popularity of George the Third is 
not a caſual fabrication, as this man would 


have us believe, but ariſes from a much 


more 
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more ſolid cauſe. This nation, governed 
as it is by Parties, will always find, that 
when unſucceſsful, parties will loſe the 
confidence of the people; and it is not ow- 
ing to the Coalition alone, but there are as 
great, though perhaps not quite ſo glaring 
(becauſe the men themſelves are not ſo re- 
markable) inconſiſtencies on the other ſide 
of the Houſe, The nation is in ſome degree 
diſguſted with them all, and give not its full 
confidence to either. The King, by the con- 
ſtitution of this country, is not of any party, 
but ſways them both; ſo that the people and 
the King unite naturally to oppoſe parties, 
and, in proportion to their confidence or 
miſtruſt, is the connection between the 
King and the Pcople. This has made the 
King popular at this time, added to a firm 
belief, that beſides being a good man, he is 
a good King. The nation knows, that al- 


though humanum ef! errare,* the King has 
never 


* We give a little ſcrap of Latin, becauſe our 2uthor 


chuſes to do ſo ſometimes. 
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never once erred in his intention to his ſub- 
jets. Ves, we ſpeak it with confidence, 
our Sovereign deſerves the gratitude of his 


people; for he might ſpeak thus : 


«« ?Tis not in mortals to command ſucceſ:, 


Yet we'll do more, Sempronius, we'l deferveit.”” 


We therefore in a leſs dignified ſtyle than 
the leoſe bombaſt of cur Revietcer, will venture 
to maintain, that he miſtook the King, 
when he ſaid, the father and the huſband 
protected the Prince. The intentions of 
the Prince, and his paternal anxiety for the 
good of his ſubjects, protected the King, 
the father and the huſband. Mie muſt, 
however, alſo tell our Reviewer, that he 
has made another miſtake, by ſuppoſing, 
that the contraſt of the Prince of Wales's 
character has raiſed that of the King in tle 
i mation of his ſubjecss.“ 


2 We 
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We once faw public diſpleaſure ſhewn 
to the noble youth in a public place; but 
that was beſore the year 1786, which he 
cclebrates, and before the Prince had ſet an 
example to the world, by RETIRING FROM 
Tu SPLENDOUR OF A COURT, TO DO 
JUSTICE TO HIS CREDITORS. Whatever 
the virtucs which we have ſeen to highly 
celebrated, may be rated at (cent inence and 
cncrum) we know enough of the world, 
to believe, that honour and humanity do not 


ſand in a ſecondary point of importance. 


Having finiſhed then the portrait of his 
Majeſty, the ſpeculative mind of our Review- 
er of the year ſeventeen hundred and eigh- 
ty ſeven, proceeds in looſe career, his pen 
reſembling the horſe of Commodore Trun- 
ion, that carries him over hedges and 
ditches with which he had no manner of 
huſtnets. The anpapularity which, he has 


apprehended, 
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apprehended, exiſts with regard to the 
Prince of Wales, (but which, we believe, a 
ſhort time will prove, only exiſts in his 
ideas) he obſerves not indeed improperly, 
is not very natural. The errors,” ſays he, 
* of be father only illuminate and endear the 
fo” (muſt he ſtill bring in the errors of the 
father) „, as not being impiicated in the 
grace, er involved in the miſcouduct of the 
Government, is, by tte ERRING MULTITUDE, 
regarded as the ſure pledge of future times of 
tranquility and happineſs.” 


A long train of deſc-iptive praiſe uſers 
in the character, which is to be in the end 
hela up as a ſacrifice, © perſonal el. gance, im- 
proved by education, cultreated by letters, eu- 
lar ted by an acquaintance with men not often 

attained by Princes. Endowed with pavers 
of pleaſing, and capacities of a conviual and 
ſocial! kind, nat inferior even ts thoſe fo much 
EY edinired 


3 
admired in Charles the Second. Af bl» even { 
ta familiarity, adilicted to the enjoyment of the 
Sole, and certainly nat 1nſenſfiole to the charms = ] 
of beauty,” Obſerve then, for what reaſon 
theſe praiſes are beſtowed. The pen which 
allowed the father continence and dometitic 


virtue, as a balance for all the abuſe with 
which it could load him as a King, now | 
draws this amiable and true* character of 
the fon, that it may in like manner, under | 
the appearance of candour, (to which the 
Reviewer has the arrogance to lay claim) 


hold him up to ignominy and contempt. f 


Here, however, we muſt pauſe a little, 
and requeſt, that if this Reviewer ever 
ſhould favour the world with an addition 
to his Review, he muſt conſider, that de- 

ſcribing 


Wie do not mean this as 2 compliment to the candid 
Reviewer; the things are too well known not :o have ken 
truly. 


1 

ſcribing men is ſomething like the art of 
painting, vrhen different colours cannot be 
laid upon the ſame part of the picture 
There are virtues and vices that can never 
ein the ſame breaſt, and though he may 
fay they do, the erring multitude will not 
believe it. Diſbedience to a parent will 
(he ſays) alrenate the minds of men from ſuch 
amiable qualities in @ Royal Heir.” © But 
(fays he) obedience 15 @ virtue ever found to 
exi with mo? force and energy in thoſe biſoms 
where nature has tnplanted the moſt benign and 
kind'y aF:tons.” Such he now deſcribed 
the Prince to be; yet he now alſo unites 
with that, diſybedience. Contradictions 
are not new in this production of our Re- 
viewer; but as the firſt part of the cha- 
racter was true, let us enquire into the fal- 
ſity of this ſecond. 


The political opinions of a King and a 
Prince do not of neceſſity coincide; on the 


contrary, 
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contrary, thoſe who regard as valuable tlie 
liberties of this country, wiſh them to be 


Doppolite : and it was no difference of po- 
litical opinions that cauſed a temporary, 
and a ſlight diſpleaſure, which we have ſeen 
take place. Their political opinions were 
different ſome years ago, though in the re- 
lation of Father and Son there was a rect. 
pracal affection; and the only diſpleaſure 


winch we ever remember the errins mulli- 


tude ſhewed to the conduct of the Prince, 
was, when oppoſite parties had diſtracted 
the kingdom 1n an unprecedented manner. 
It was as the head of a party, which was 
obnoxious to the erring multitude, at the 
time that he was blamed, not as being of 
an oppoſite party to his Father ; for he has 
been ſo ever ſince, and he was ſo before. 
The cauſes to which Mr. Reviewer attri- 
butes the Prince of Wales's having d-- 
graded bimfelf in the eves of @ diſcernins and 
| 15 ral, 
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hyal, but an impartial pecpie, or, in other 
words, an erring multitude, is one of ſome 
years duration; whereas, any diſpleaſure 


which ever exiſted, was but the overflow- 


ings of party-zeal on a particular occaſion. 


We muſt certainly inſiſt upon the truth 
of this, that the nation ſhews no ſigns of 
diſatisfaction to the Prince. Men of fa- 
ſhion conſider him as their chief; men of 
letters, as their patron; artiſts and manu- 
facturers, their beſt friend. His accom- 
pliſhments have alſo endearcd him to the 
other ſex, to whoſe ſcdlictions, our Reviewer 
ſays, he is not inſenſible. We have enu- 
merated thoſe ranks of men who compoſe 
the moſt important part of the crring mul- 
titude, and we dare Nir. Reviewer to prove, 
that what we have advanced 1s not true. 
We may go a little farther with ſafety, and 
add, that the honourable manner in which 
the Prince of Wales acted to creditors, who 


could 
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could not touch his perſon or his property, 
not only attracted the eſteem, and won the 
affections of the people, but will preferve 
them. This was no equivocal, but a 
ſolid mark of honour and of virtue; and 
as ſuch, a diſcerning, a- loyal, an impar- 


tial (but an erring) people will conſider it, 


Not only was that action great, but it was 
of that ſort which ſtamps value on the 
whole character. Honour and virtue that 
could do that, cannot inhabit the ſame 
manſion where thoſe baſe principles dwell, 
which excite, as he ſays, contempt and r:- 


dicule. 


Our candid Reviewer goes next to ſliew, 
that the common compariſon between the 
Prince of Wales and Henry the V. when 
he was a Prince, is not juſt. © V bere, fays 
he, © zs this pretended ſimilarity between the 
Conqueror of Ag:ncourt and the Son of George 


the Third? 
The 


1 


The Conqueror of Agincourt, we re- 


ply, was a King at the head of an army; 
and as far above the common rate of Kings, 
as the ſame man was, when but a youth, 
inferior to the Prince of Wales. If the 
portrait is a true one, Honry the V. was 
in the days of his youth an aſbciate with 
low blechguards; and though in mind a 
hero, he was in manners not a gentle- 
man. The Frince of Wales is in every 
way, not only a e but tliere is 


1 1 . 
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not a gentleman this day in Eugland, who 


PY 


v1ill nos 5 tat he is at hs head of 


that kunourtbic corps. 


Tere indeed we can pay no compli— 
ment to the diſcrimination aud judgment 
of our candid Reviewer. Tneſe charac- 
ters were never compared. It has indeed 


5188 aha when the 3 of the Prince 


[) have 


1 
have a ſhare) have been noticed, that the 
ſallies of youth do not give us any reaſon 
to apprehend his making a bad King; and 
Henry has been produced as a moſt noto- 
rious inſtance. This is the fact; for no 
diſcriminating mind could ever draw a 


parallel between the two. 


Let the Prince of Wales, ſays Mr. 
Reviewer, © expreſs towards his Father and 
his Scvereigu a decent and a filial reverence, 
however be may retain bis private opinion on 


matters of policy. 


* 


What do we hear ? 
Mr. Revie ver, you have miſtaken the 
proper behaviour of a Prince, for what 
might, with great propriety, become your- 
felf. Openneſs, we hope, will always be 
his; you are welcome to its oppolite, 
provided you will keep it to yourſelf, and 
not recommend it to thoſe who would 
diſgrace themſelves by attending to your 


inſtructions. 


As 
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As your profeſſions of candour may go 


a little way with thoſe who do not look 
attentively at you, give us leave to aſk, 
how in conſcience, in giving the charac- 
ter of the Prince of Wales, did you pats 
unnoticed the moſt prominent and the 
molt recent of all his public actions? 
His retiring to a private ſtation, to 
ſatisfy his creditors. As a Picture Painter, 
you ſhould have given us that; but we 
enquire not into your reaſons, they are 
not worth our notice. However, if it 
had been only for the ſake of compleating 
the Picture, you ſhould have handled this 


in ſome manner or other. 


Thus have we followed our candid 
Reviewer through his two principal cha- 
raters; how much to his honour, let 
the erring multitude judge. The miniſter 
comes next, and he too is handled in a 


I 2 hatf 


CV 
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able to * ze; becauſe we are unac- 


quainted with the fact. Tune is the cru- 
ciblo in which their merits muſt be tricd ; 


and the period which now gives tie praiie 
to this, may ſoon be ſucceeded by one 
that will do the reverſe. As to the“ „e- 
futed and apparent economy, the greet Va- 


1 2 - J * F 
tents, the amazing genius, aud undeijtand; 7 
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even us enemies mull. allow, that he has 


not been found uwwworthy of fo rapid and 
extraordinary a promotion; for * be hos 
neriher fre, ner promptliuar, nr iutem- 
bauen, nr inexperience, the uſual cha- 
regerijlics ef ycuthb. Aukward ON WO 
ul in bis fo _ Cota ind diſtant in bis me 

ners, and conjincd and private in the inaut- 
gence g epi y ard relaxation. Endowed 


oth b. 27. amb fo feaving a popular 
afjomoly, dr, yet NOT PROLIX OR DIF- 
5 EXEMPT FROM REPETITION, yer 
leavin no part of bis fubjet untouched or 
wx luined,” This with fome more praiſes 
on his ſpeechifying talents, completes the 
character of the Enghih Miniſter. Such 
is the impartial portrait of his virtues and 


his defects! 


This pure ethereal character, however, 
we arc told, is To? GooD-=-YeEs, too good | 


He 


* Ve do not underſtand the meaning of thus, 


1 
He likens Mr. Pitt to a % ple, which 
ſhould have ſome poiſon mixed with it? 
Leſt the Reviewer may be an apothecary, 
we ſhall not venture to diſpute the point, 
whether Mr. Pitt 7s Ii 2 doſe of phyſic, or 
whether a doſe of phyſic ſhould be mixed 
with poiſon or not. He ſays, however, 
that Mr. Pitt ſhould have a portion of ve- 
nality, Though we are not {ſkilled in 
medicine, we ſuppoſe, that we know ſome- 
thing of morality ; and that the Creator of 
all things may probably have given Mr. 
Pitt fome ſhare of venality already; and 
it not, he is a rarity, and it would be a 
pity to ſpoil him. We are given to be- 
heve that the nation is not worthy of the 
Miniſter “ The Roman Empire «cas not 
worthy of Pertinax.” But what have Rome 


and Fertinax to do with Pitt and Britain ? 


A mark of wonder, with great pro- 
priety, concludes this portrait, as if we 
ſhould 


! 
ihould not be inclined to wonder eno uhg 
without it. Put with the character, he 
has not done with the man; for in de- 
ſcribing the Adminiſtration of which he 
is the head, he tells us, that he is the 
e whele Adminiflration himfetf, the Atlantean 
ſupport of the cobele; or rather that he him- 
ſelf is the whole, and ſtands lite Ajax, fingle 
and alone.” Ajax, and Atlas, and doſes of 
phyſic, are fine ſimilitudes; but what 
nameleſs charm united a man of ſuch abi- 
lities to the cyphers that turround him. 
And are they all cyphers? © Nothing but a 
vaſt vacuity, no talents, no pocoers of oratory, 
no ſtrength of intelle&, illuminate the dark- 
neſs or cheer the gloom.” This is really ra- 
ther too much: we mutt ſay fairly there 
is no appearance of candour here, nor of 
credibility ; but Mr. Candour ſtops not at 
ſaying, they are ignorant cyphers, he 
ſays, © they are tos happy, if their want of 


ability 
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ability ſereen twem from inveſtigation. ens 
kinſ,n er Dundas may indced,” he obſerves, 
* ſupply the defects of the Cabinet in either 
Heufe of Parliament; but England was net 
accuflomed, in beiter times, to fre the foreign 
tntereſts of her Crown thus avendcized, aud 
thus ncglected, in every Court of Eurgpe and 
very querter of the Globe.” Venen this laſt 
ſentence was written, the Reviewer had 
forgot that Mr. Pitt, the Ajax, the Atlas 
of the Cabinet, nay the Cabinet itſelf, 
was a Miniſter tao good tor this country. 
How ill do theſe obſervations agree: con- 
tradictions, inconſiſtencies, and abſurdi- 
ties, croud ſo ſaſt, and tread fo thick upon 
cach other's heels, that there is no poſſibi- 
lity of reading any one ſentence that has 
any meaning at all, which is not contra- 
dicted flatly and directly by ſome other, 


or perhaps by a dozen others. 


« Ungd:r 
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© Under manifeſt vices, ſays our Re- 
viewer, © this Adminiſtration, ſupported by 
the gigantic and ſingle talents of one indivi- 
dual, di pendant not only on his life, but on 
the life of others, precarious and defective as 
it muſt be allowed, yet its duration appears to 
have no viſible or even probavle limits. Here 
we are again tempted to believe that it is 
Dean Switt's mill for compoſition which 
has fabricated this, becauſe it is mere and 
downright abſurdity and contradiction, 
One line has the audacity to contradict 
that which immediately went before, with- 
out fear of detection; then again it is in 
return contradicted by that which follows; 
for after all, he ſays, it is perhaps, wing 
to the diſlike of the oppejite party that thts 
miniſtry keeps its place.” Whoever has read 
this without obſerving theſe inconſiſten- 


cies, ſhould reſolve in future to beware 
E of 


("I 


of that ſpecious but ſhallow mode of 
writing. 


We can with eaſe trace an endeavour 
to imitate Junius in this production, and 
we with propriety may ſay that it is an 
aſs in a lion's ſkin. It was not the ele- 
cance of theſe maſterly letters alone, that 
acquired for them a general admiration; it 
was the ſound ſenſe which they con- 
veyed. Had it fallen to our lot to examine 
into the inconſiſtencies of Junius, we 
ſhould have written only three monoſyl- 
lables on the ſubject; THERE ARE NONE. 
Junius wrote opinions founded in ſenſe 
and guided by principle: we wiſh not to 
be betrayed into language that might 
ſound too harſh; but in juſtice to all par- 
ties we mult declare, that though evi- 
dently intended as an imitation, they 
are JUST THE VERY OPPOSITE OF JUNIUS. 


Having 


1 

Having diſmiſſed the King, the Prince 
of Wales and Mr. Pitt, with thoſe cy- 
phers which compoſe the Cabinet; the 
Reviewer goes into an ungrateful and 
ſteril ſoil, where chilling poverty appears 
in all its terrors, and he begins imme- 
diately to ſing the horrors of the place. 
Want of money, however, ſcems to be 
the cauſe of the great complaint; for he 
ſays, there, may be found fame and immor- 
tality ! that there is the ſpring and fountain of 
the muſes, the Pierian Spring.” Here he 
launches out in praiſe of a work, which, 
«© whether regarded as productions of proſe or 
e poetry, ſtand unrivalled and alone: * this, 
however, he in the ſame ſentence com- 
pares to the Dunciad and the Satires of 
Juvenal. The Rolhad and the Proba- 


E 2 tionary 


This remembers us of tie child, who, in her mo- 


ther's preſence, ſays, „be ſure you don't tell mamma 
that ſtole the lumpof ſug ir.“ 


(38. 
tionary Odes are the works he celc- 
brates, matchleſs as they are; and here 
we mult do him the juſtice to fav, hc 


has made a very proper criticiſm on 
the impropricty of making public! 
the private tranſactions of the King. 
This is well, and would defcrve praiſc, 
had not his criticiſm itſelf been an 
involuntary blunder. He ſays, they 
ought not to“ hid up the Severergn to he 
derijion of bis people, to de picture him in every 
diſgraceful attitude, from the crouded Levee 
to the Grecer's Ship.” This criticiſm, 
though it may not manifeſt the ſame 
intentions in the writer, is certainly, 
ſo far as it goes, as great a ſarcaſm as 
the Odes. It was not thus that the 
immortal Junius purſued the imperial fi- 


8 tive. 
Unlets 
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* The Reviewer, in a former part of his Review, mon 
tions this immortal Junius as the writer of an obſcure 


P. per. 
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Unleſs it were with an intention 
once more to enter upon the tubject 
of the King, we know not why the 
Rolliad and Probationary Odes ſhould 
tand forward to be reviewed here; 
but ſo it is, almoſt one twenti-2th part 
of this valuable compoſition is em- 


ploverl on this attempt at Criticiſm. 


After ſuch a digreſſion, as it is called, 
for the fake of giving an inconſiſtent 
Critieiſm en 2 work that had not na- 
turally an connection with the Re- 
view, he goes on to paint the leading 
characters of Oppoſition. He has 
forgot that the praiſes he beſtowed 
on his King, were thoſe which he 
deſpiſes in the Duke of Portland, 
who, he favs, is © the pageant of a 
party,” If honour, reſpectability, and 
excellence, added to Ducal rank, are 


pageant Ty, 
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pageantry, we have done. The Jews 
at Duke's Place and the Back Settle- 


ments of St. Mary Axe, would not 


venture to blaſpheme againſt theſe 
virtues which are vet held in eſteem 
in a Chriſtian country. Mr. Reviewer 
has forgot, but we have not, the Pic- 
ture which he drew of the Preſent 
Adminiſtration; that is to fav, of 
Mr. PirT, who is the all in all; as the 
reſt are cyphers, by his own account. 
Abilities and virtue are all that can be 


valued in men. Asto Adminittrations, 
then, he has painted the Duke of 


Portland's as being far fuperior in va- 


luc to Mr. Pitt's. The Duke has the 
virtue, and the abilities are ſcattèered 
in a great abundance, and even with 
profuſion, among his coadjutors. This 
we ſhall ſoon ſee. 


IIr. 
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r. Fox, ſavs he, “ has neither more 
elegance of manner nor addreſs, than Mr. 
Pitt; yet there is an unknown and undeſcrib- 
able ſomething which pervades the darkneſs of 
his complexion, and ſheds a ſort of luſire acroſs 
his ſaturnine features, which inſpires confi- 
dence, and excites complacency.” We are 
miſtaken, if this very thing 1s not 
what is commonly called addreſs ; not 
indeed by a dancing-maſter at a 
country barn, but by that claſs of 
mankind who ſtand foremoſt in 
the polite world. The natural ad- 
vantages which Mr. Pitt derived from 
the name he bore, did not, he tells 
us, fall to the ſhare of Mr. Fox, who, 
he ſays, cannot look to protection for 
paternal virtues : * but fleady and fer- 
vent in his friendſhips, open and avowed in 
his enmities, he never abandons, under any 
circumſtances, theſe to whom he is bound by 
Poli- 
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Political ties; and be is defigned by nature 
for the head of a party,” To this cha- 
racter he adds, that Mr. Fox joins 4 
long experience, conſumniate in all that detail 
of knowledge of the myſteries of a democra- 
tical government, poſſeſſing poneers of eloquence 
leſs copious and brilliant, but perhaps MORE 
SOLID AND LOGICAL, fan thoſe of Mr. 
Pitt ; yet EQUAL to him in ALL the ſublime 
talents requiſite for the government of an em- 
pire.“ To this it is proper to add, 
that theſe ſuperior talents, he allows, 
co-Operated with the virtues and 
integrity of the Duke of Port- 
land, while Mr. Pitt ſtands alone 
amidſt an empty void. We caution 
our Reviewer, in his next pamphlet, 
not to make ſo much uſe of the ſu- 
perlative degree; it is evidently very 
inconvenient and embarraſling to a 


man, who writes as he does; it be- 
| trays 


— — 


pt — — 
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trays him into many miſtakes; for 
his univerſal deſire for AN DO UR in- 
duces him to give the greate/? degree 
of the fame quality to different men. 
We only add this by way of a good- 
natured hint; for we with him not 
to put the world again to the trouble 
of enquiring into his abſurdities; ſo 
far as is convenient, we will readily 
do it; though we confeſs, that he 
muſt alter his manner totally: he 
muſt, in ſhort, be born again, and 
become a new man. 


The character which our Reviewer 
has beſtowecl on Mr. Fox, is a very 
high one indeed ; but now comes his 
coup de grace. © He is infericr to Mr. Pitt 
only in one requijite ; an opinion of Lis public 
principle generally diffuſed aming the erring 

5 mut- 


x 


( 


multitude.” This inberent* defect is t! 


et 


allay in this bright and ſhining cha- 
racter, which he laments, is I-tt to 


waſte its ſwectneſs in the deſert air. 


From the illuſtrious and fin! ng 
character of Charles Fox, as he al- 
lows it to be, he paſtes to that of 
Lord North, who, he tells us five 
times, 13 alu thus: Fallen! fallen! 
fallea ! fallen! fallen! and compelled to take 
ſhelter from oblivion and in/egnificgnce,” Mr. 
Reviewer's Pamphlct will fave him ar 
leaſt from oblivion, if, to uſe his 
own words, it ſhould, by © {me in- 
probable accident, be preferred by the Ak- 
SURDITY of mankind,” So that Lord 
North may now be perfectly at eaſe 
as to oblivion at Icaſt. The banner of 

Re- 


* Why it is called an twhcront deſect, or wich what 
degree of propricty, we know not. 


„ 
Newalt (we are told, ) was ro:ſed by Lerd 
Nerth againft bis Sovereign ;” and if Mr. 
Fox was painted ſuperlatively good, 
J. ord North has come in time to take 
the venom from that pen, Which 
would otherwiſe have {ſpent itſelf 
upon Mr. Fox. Figour, energy, Coer- 
cion, principle, were wanting.” Then 
Mr. Candour exclaims, “ but let me 
tread lightly over the aſhes of the politically 
dead, who is perſonally and individually 
amiable, and whoſe unprotected head is pro- 


tected“ by his private virtues,” 


We muſt here thank the Reviewer 
for confeſſing his own Creed. He 
fays, a man may want principle, but 
be an amiable and virtuous man, 
This is juſt what, we apprehend, he 

F 2 thinks 


* Unprote&ed for unſheltered : in the original, the 
letters are different, but the meaning is the fame 
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thinks to be his own caſe. We have 
reaſon to believe, that unleſs he had 
wanted principle, he would not have 
acted ſo inconſiſtently. Folly never be- 
traved men into halt the inconſiſten- 
cies that villainy and want of prin- 
ciple have done. Conſiſtency is the 
teſt of trut in every Court of Juſtice 
in this kingdom. We mutt here beg 
leave to obſerve, that the opinions of 
the erring multitude have extended 
as far as to poſſeſs the ſpeculative mind 
of the Reviewer. He has not judged 
with any propriety at all, about Lord 
North's want of principle. His moſt 
inveterate enemies do not accuſe him 
of that; and why the nation does, 
is cafily explained. Were the Review- 
cr acquainted with the etiquette of 
the Britiſh Court, he would know, 
that on the diſmiſſion of a Miniſter, 

It 


LA. 


(45-3 


it is uſual to blacken his character. 
it is a part of the ceremony, and is 
never omitted, when there is any poſ- 
ſibility of doing it: it is done by his 
ſucceſſors, for the ſame reaſons that 
the Princes of Barbary cut off cach 
other's heads. Never did a Miniſter 
retire from a public to a private ſta- 
tion, and endeavour leſs to oppoſe the 
meaſures which 1cemed agreeable to 
his country, than did Lord North. 
Future revolutions in the cabinet made 
an interference neceſſary and honour- 
able, which would not at firſt have 
been proper, and was certainly not 
then neceſſary: but when Lord North 
interfered, it was not as an ambitious, 
but as an honeſt man. He did not 
haughtily declare, that unlcts he could 
ſtand foremoit in power, he would 
not ſerve his country, 

% The 
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The Coalition with Mr. Fox did cer— 


tainly occaſion a doubt of the honour 
of both, among thoſe who only con- 
ſidered the thing in a particular view. 
It ſeemed ftrange, that men, who ha 
oppoſed each other reſpecting the 
freedom of America, ſhould agree, 
after the cauſe of contention was re- 
moved; and as the diſcerning part of 
their opponents ſaw that this was not 
quite a complete cauſe of crimination, 
the perſonal expreſſions that had fal- 
len from each other, during the un- 
due warmth of debate, for {cveral 
years, were ſelected, and laid before 
the public. We mean not here to 
enter into what is a very large field 
for debate; but we do not believe 
there 1s any reaſon to accuſe Lord 
North of want of principle; want of 
conduct he may have ſhewn, for thar 


oy , 
- 
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zs not inconſiſtent with abilities. Want 
of ſucceſs has certainly been his lot; 
but want of frinciple is incompatible, we 
muſt ſay, with every virtue; and that 
he is individually virtuous and amia- 
ble, as a private man, the Reviewer 
has confeſſed. This we can no more 
unite in idea to want of principle, 
than we can ſuppoſe the fame thing to 
De bot right and wrong. The Re- 
Viewer takes principle to be one virtue. 
We differ from him, for we conſider 


1 ee 3 C „ 
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Iloving ſtniſned then the characters 
of Lord North and Mr. Fox, the Re- 
viewer ſays, he wil not drjcend to de- 
lineate the other characters of oppo- 
tition, of which he mentions Mr. 
Burke as one, What! and will you 
not di{cend to examine Mr. Burke ? 

Mr. 


1 


Mr. Burke is certainly much obliged 
to vou; and ſo is every man who has 


ſhared the {ame fate. Your aukward 


and cquivocal compliments, followed 
vith inconſiſtent and ridiculous re- 
proach, are not an object of much am- 
bition. The genius of Mr. Burke, 
which, for clegance, is ſcarcely equal- 
led, will be remembered in future 
ages, Without the © improbable and 
« abſurd preſervation of your Re- 
« yview;” and if it ever ſhould be 
“ preſerve, the candid virulence of 
„Mr. Burke,* and the inconfiſtent rec- 
&« Ftitude of Mr. Pitt, will not be for- 
* gotten.” 
. 

Mr. Sheridan, in whom“ a matchleſs 
combination of talents meet,” only, ſays 
he, ſhall have the tribute of one line. 


His time now becomes very valuable; 
nor 


An expreſſion in the 66th page of the pamphlet. 
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nor does he ſtop to contraſt Mr. Sheri- 
dan's virtues with any foible. „Rare 
and matchleſs talents, a temperate and 
vinning elocution, ſuſtained by clafſic 
elegance, pointed with the Keeneit 
irony, conſpire to render him one of 
the moſt conſpicuous leaders of par- 
liamentary debate.” 


As ſome apology for this immenſe 
impatience, the Commercial Treaty 15 
in view, which he calls a Gulph of 
Political Speculation; “its principle ap- 
& pearing in ſo queitonabic a ſhape, 
ce that it cannot be regarded on a firtt 
« view, with any other ſentiments 
« than thoſe of predict. Why a 
thing that appears in a qucſtionable 
ſhape ſhould be viewed with predi- 
dection, we know not. We ſhoub 
ſuppoſe there were a miſtake of tho 


CG word, 


(30.3 

word, if our experience of the Re- 
viewer did not warrant us to ſuppoſe 
that it is a miſtake in the meaning. 
His affection for long, ſmooth, ſound- 
ing words, we know, is great. He 1s 
miſtaken, if he thinks that mankind 
will be at as great a loſs to fathom his 
abfurditics, and vain endeavours to 
mine, by well roundet periods, as he 
himfelt was to fathom the reaſon why 
\Ir. Fox's addreſs won the hearts of 
men. We know why the word pre- 
dilection was choſen in preference to 
others which would have anſwered 
much better, and we hope it will be 
altered in another edition. 

r. Reviewer, after acxnowledging 
tliat he cannot fathom the Treaty, 


cammuierates the ignorance and cre- 


dulity of the people, whoare uſing the 


caution 


ps ww 
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caution of men who have a great deal 


at ſtake, and who are not quite 10 


conceited as to think that their fathers 
rejected the Treaty of Utrecht without 
any reaſon. We arc, however, of ano- 
ther opinion in this, as well as in ma- 
ny other caſes, from the Reviewer; 
and inſtead of pitying the people, we 
think them pertectly right, in adont- 
ing, with caution, what their fathers 
rejected with vigor, and remembered 
with that horror, which an etcapec 
from a great danger utually produces. 


The Reviewer, who declares that 
principle is not neceſſary to virtue, an«l 
who certainly has no claim at all to 
conſiſtency, goes about the Treat: 
and about it. He fears, and hopes, and 
knows not what to do or to fay. Itis 
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evident he withes to approve, but ;t 1s 
a dark ſubjcct, and he cannot {cc into it, 


We muit contels that we ſhould 
have rather been on the other fide oi 
the quettion, if we had ſet out with 
owning that it appeard in a queitiona- 
ble fnape to us: we ſhould in that caicy 
certainly diſapprove highly of ring 
the fortunes ot Old England on à gue 
lionabie project; and we hope moit un- 
cerely, that unlets its merits can un- 
queſtionably be proved, it Wil be 
poſitively rejected, We cannot approve 
of ſtaking profpcrity againſt want, in 
any calc; nor our pretent wealth a- 
gamit poverty, Whatever may be the 
prize. "Fheſame Minitter who tells us 
that we ſhould conclude a treaty, ha- 

everte all his powers, and ſtretched 


his veracitv, to-alture us chat Ve arc 
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already very rich. An old Earl, now 


living in ſolendour and affluence, was 
once aſſed to become an adventurer in 
a Benk that was eſtabliſned about 
twenty years ago, ina part of this ifland. 
Calculations werenroduced,tothew the 
immente profits that he right expect; 
for they had gone farther than Mr. 
Pitt; they had got their profits upon 
paper; but alas! indeed, they never got 
eyvond that, Theold nobleman looked 
at the paper, and ſaw that he could 
get 15 per cent, tor his money, #f zt 
anſwered, No,“ ſaid he, it is too 
much. I have already more than my 
ſhare of the world. FI not meddle 
with it.“ He happened to be right, 


as the who did meddle can tell. 


Our idea of the Treaty is a ſimple 
one., hat England is therichettcoun- 


try 


E 


try in the world, and that not to be 
ſatisfied with thoſe meatures that have 
made us to, is unreaſonable and ab- 
ſurd. We remember the ſtory of the 
ben that laid golden eggs, and we in- 
treat our countrymen to be cautious, 
To enter into a diſcuſſion of the Trea- 
ty is not to our purpoſe here; but we 
hope, that unleſs it appears very clear- 
Iv, that the Treaty will be for the 
permanent advantage of this country, 
it will not be ratified, We adviſe the 
meaſures that are the mf ſafe; and 
we hope it will be corfidered, that 
the politics of France are different 
from the politics of England; and 
that Mr. Pitt alane (ſo our Reviewer 
{avs) is to treat with the French Ca- 
binet combined, Mr. Pitt's views, 
trom the nature of his ſituation, are 
turned chiefly to the preſervation of 

his 
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his place---and they are temporary. 
The views of France have a more diſ- 
tant object ; and, ſuppoſing both were 
to be fairly ſatisfied, it might ruin 
England. With regard to individu- 
als, temporary and near views may 
often be the beſt; but, as nations, du- 
rable benefits are the only ones that 
are worth our care. Above all, let 
us oblerve, that ſhould Mr. Eden ſuc- 
ceed in getting thoſe things altered, 
which he has gone over to France to 
ſolicit, we are to ſuſpect a ſnare; for, 
if France does not ſee evident advan- 


tage in the Treaty, ſhe will never 
grant the things we want, after pre- 
liminaries have been ſigned. This 
is only a plain- ſenſe view of the mat- 
ter. The party that has molt to hope, 
is always moſt ready to comply, and 
is the leaſt faſtidious. 


We 


11 


We are well as we are, and to be 
better, perhaps is improbable. We 
profeſs the moſt liberal principles of 
commerce that arc adopted; but 
though a general freedom is the beſt 
for all mankind, yet monopohes are 
always good for theſe who hold the 
charter. As Engliſhmen, we with 
things to remain as they are; but as 
citizens of the world, eving a man- 
kind with equal good will, we ſhould 
with al ports to be opened to 4 na- 
tions. We intreat thoſe to whom the 
affairs of this country are ſubmitted, 
to conſider themſelves as Enghthmen, 
and not as citizens of the world, upon 


this occaſion. 


The Commercial Treaty is followed 
by the Reviewer with a character of 
the King of Pruſſia: a King certainly 


* 
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of no common abilities; but we do 


not agree that he was ſuperior, or 
nearly equal to Julius Cœſar. His 
character is, however, quite foreign 
to the affairs of Britain; beſides, we 
are not ſufficiently acquainted with 
his life, to enter into a diſcuſſion of 
the ſubject. We leave that to thoſe 
men whole lot it is to celebrate he- 
roes, and who are much better qua- 
liſied than either the Reviewer or any 
inhabitant of this country, and at 
this time can be. 

. 

Our Reviewer turns next his eyes 
to the law ſuits of Lord Rodney, and 
he ſays, it is not “ the only one of a 
fimilar kind.“ That a thing ſhould 
not be the only one of a ſimilar kind 
to itſelf, is a new arrangement of 
words, of which we ſhould ſcorn to 


H take 
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take notice, were not the affectation 


of fine language the cauſe of the cr- 
ror. Mr. Haſtings's cate he accounts 
ſimilar, though they are by no means 
alike. Lord Rodney, as a Britiſh fub- 
ject, is liable (as the King himſelf is) 
to have private proſecutions brought 
againſt him; nor can his country in- 
terfere in preventing any individual 
from appealing to the laws. Should 
the law be untavourable to a victori- 
ous commander, we hope, and we 
think, his country is bound to ſecure 
to the man who tought her battles 
an independent fortune; and we 
are miſintormed, if Lord Rodney has 
not already tated of her bounty. 
We recollect to have heard of an an- 
nuity for two lives, of two thoufand 
a vear. As for papers which are miſ- 
laid or loft, we cannot ſuppoſe, that 

merits 


1 


merits a place in the public review of 


this country; nor are we ſo ill na— 
tured as to ſuppoſe, they were re- 
moved from the oftice of a Secretary 
of State, by any other, than ſome for- 
tuitous means, for which the coun- 


try is no way amenable, 


The proſecution: of Mr. Haſtings is 
different in its very nature from this; 
it is a public enquiry. But Mr. Re- 
viewer enquires very little into the 
Principles of things; he does not 
think that necciiary. Whether Mr. 
Haſtings preſerved the exiſtence of 
England (we ſuppoſe he means Eng- 
lithmen) in India, we cannot judge; 
hut for once, and only once we agree 
with our Reviewer, that if Mr. Haſ- 
tings's conduct 1s tound, upon the 
whole, to be good, he thould be ac- 
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quitted; and we hope, for the honor 
of the Enghih name, that he will be 
found to be ſo. 


That the confiitency, liberalitv, 
and expanſion of mind, which our 
Reviewer favs, Mr. Pitt & poſſeſſes, 
are not to be traced, we allcw; and 
that this haif<faced fellowſbi „ and 
ta onfitat reAitude,” will meet with 
the diſapprobation of every parts, 
and create diſguſt, we are certain; 
and we will venture to add, that it 
will have the ſame effect upon thoſe 
. ho are of no party at all; for, M hat- 
ever Mr. Pitt or the Reviewer may 
think of want of principle, we are 
convinced, that he who wants it, 

Will not long have the eſteem or the 
management of this country; and 


if Mr. Pitt were juſt what he has 


been defcribed, the Ajax, the Atlas, 


thu 
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the giant, the all in all of a Miniftry, 
that is too good for this country (for 
ſo he has been deſcribed) we are pret- 
ty ture, that he would either never 


have protected, or never abandoned 
XIr. Hatt ing 


A review ot Lord Xlansfield's life, 
which follows, is not necefſary to 
remark with particular attention; a 
news- paper of the day will contain in 
five lines, more important, as well as 
more accurate facts relating to him. 
As to Ins character, mankind have 
allowed him to be an excellent judge; 
but the Reviewer pafſes over the main 
circumitance which diſtinguiſhes him 
from other judges, He has ſpent his 
life in reducing law to common equity 
and common ſenſe; he has endea- 
voured, and he has in a great meaſure 
accom- 
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accomplitnca the arduous: taſk. Of 


Lord Mans{iclts life, this ſeems to us 
to be the moſt remarkable part; and 
we hope, that his country will encou- 
rage thoſe who follow his example. 


Thus ends our Reviewer's antmad- 
verions on the State of Politics of 
Great Britain, at the Commencement 
of the Year 1787. How conſiſtent the 
Parts, and how complete the whole, 
we are now to judge. 


He has in the midſt of his candour 
forgot, that there exiſts a ſet of men, 
who join not any party but thoſe who 
are the friends of their country. We 
expected he would have mentioned 
this circumſtance, and reaſoned a little 
upon general proſpects; but he ſoars 


not ſo high. An irregular and incon- 


ſiſtent 
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ſiſtent review of private character is 
his fartheſt aim: he does not tell us 
one general truth, that relates to the 
affairs of the nation, independant of 
party or of temporary change. We 
expected to have been told, that there 
is yet in this nation a controul over 
all parties; that the pcople, that erring 
multitude, which he treats with ſuch 
contempt, hold the balance in their 
hands ; and that there are not want- 
ing as aſſiſtants in that glorious cauſe, 
ſome men of high rank and of the 
moſt diſtinguiſhed abilities. We heſi- 
tate not to ſay, that were either party 
to obtain an uncontrouled ſway, the 
nation would be in danger; but while 
the people are aſſiſted by men of rank 
and abilities, in watching over their at- 
fairs, we hope there 1s no danger; 
and though he docs not advert to the 


fact, 


10 


fact, we are happy to ſue, that there 
are in this nation ſome men, who will 
mix in public affairs, or return to a 
private ſtation, as they perceive it to 
be for the good of their country, 


The portrait of the affairs of this 
country our Reviewer has now finith- 
ed. Indeed, when he had not time to 
give any account of Mr. Burke, and 
could only afford a ſingle line for Mr. 
Sheridan, we think he has held out 
longer than we had any reaſon to ex- 


pect. He ſays himſelf, that his por- 


trait is faithful to nature, which is the 
higheſt praiſe that he can poſſibly 
give it. He adds, that it is defaced by 
no party miſrepreſentations, and ob- 
ſcured by no private prejudices; that 
he is above the vileneſs of writing for 
any faction, or adopting for intereſt 


any 


(93 3 
any opinion. He has written as he 
felt on every ſubject. 


It is unneceſſary to remark, that 
theſe profeſſions are unbecoming, as 
well as uſeleſs. Indeed its true, they 
colt nothing; but we muſt repeat, 
that they are uſeleſs nonſenſe; that 
they are but as the {ounding braſs, 
and tinkling ſymbol, and unbecoming 
a man who offers his works for the 
fair criticiſm of mankind. It is a vile 
attempt to bias the public opinion in 
his own favour, at the firſt outſet; 
and we muſt ſay plainly, that we do 
not believe him. For we can account 
for thoſe inconſiſtencies, which we 
have traced from no other cauſe but 
the want of principle, and the defire 
to ſerve ſame particular end. We are 
ſorry, that he has choſen ſo bad an 

I employ- 
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employment, and one for which he is 
ſo completely unfit, and for which 
he will remain unfit, unleſs he will 
change both his manner and his creed. 


In the firſt place, he muſt adhere 
ſtcadily to principle, and diſcard the 
baſe idea, that there can be virtue 
rhere that is wanting. He muſt then 
alſo reſolve to prefer ſenſe to ſound, 
and not uſe liquid ſyllables and ſmooth 
ſounding words, merely becauſe they 
are ſuch. In ſhort, he muſt take a 
plain meaning and plain ſenſe for his 
guide: he muſt chuſe a ſubject that 
he underſtands ſomething about, and 
he will certainly attain confittency and 
common ſenſe, which are the tounda- 
tion of all Political Speculations. It 
he has ncver bcen to be found on the 
Terrace at Windfor, we advite him 
never 


(oP 


never to go there. His Sovereign 


muſt ſpurn the man who deprived 
him of every virtue but continence 
and decorum of manners. If he 
never has been at the ſuppers at 
Carleton Houſe, we betfeech him 
never to appear there; for the mag- 
nanimity of the Prince will {ſcarcely 
{ſcreen that man from his reſentment, 
who attempted to convince the world, 
that the diſobedience of the Son had 
encreaſed the popularity of his Father. 
Nor can we commit him with ſafety 
to the erring multitude ; but we adviſe 
him ſeriouſly, if he has not yet pro- 
claimed his own ignorance, by diſco- 
vering his name, never to do it. And 
above all, we adviſe him never to in- 
dulge the abſurd idea, that his own 
cotemporaries, the inhabitants of the 
capitals will receive with favor his 

12 production, 
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production; nor to allow himſelf on any 
account to be incited in any moment of 
leiſure to reſume his pen, to complete a 
picture, of which, he ſays, he has only 
given us the outlines. 


We have now taken leave of our Re- 
viewer. But ſenſible as we are, that pro- 
feſſions of candour, though anonymous, 
have ſome effect; and that indiſcriminate 
praiſe, and contumely, do often aſſume 
its ſhape, we beg leave to exhibit in one 
ſhort view, thoſe inconſiſtencies and con- 


traditions, which we have been obliged 


to attack ſeparately, as they occurred, in 


almoſt ever made its appearance. We 
are induced to do this the more, as we 
are ſenſible that the deception has had a 


temporary ſucceſs. A little time, we 
know, would alter the opinions of men; 


and 


the looſeſt literary production that has 
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and they would ſoon , that there is no 
real information in the pamphlet, no know- 
ledge of character; and that at bottom, 
there is a view of making court to certain 
perſons. We have been guided by pru- 
dence ſo far, that we have not charged 
the Reviewer with any thing that we have 
not proved from his own production; but 
it is our opinion, though we do not aſ- 
ſert that we are right, that the Reviewer 
intended to pleaſe his Majeſty and the 


Prime Miniſter. 


From the whole of this contradictory 
pamphlet it appears, that the Reviewer 
inadvertantly pours out a moſt copious 
ſhare of abuſe on thoſe very characters 
that he intends to praiſe. While he ap- 
plauds his Majeſty only for his prolific and 
domeſtic qualities, he has the vileneſs to 
compare his virtues to thoſe of Charles I. 
a Prince whoſe ſole object was, to trample 

down 


3 

down all the barriers of the conſtitution. 
and rear up an arbitrary. monarchy on its 
ruins! The diadem, he fays, would have 
been torn from the Royal brow, had his 
Majeſty been the partner of a harren bed! 
Has our gracious Sovereign then no ſhield 
to defend him but the fruitfulneſs of his 
Queen? This is the moſt palpable ſatire 
that could ever fall from the pen of ma- 
lice. St. James's muſt deteſt it, and even 
in St. Stephen's, it muſt meet with uni- 
verſal reprobation. It is the language of 
folly, of frenzy, nay of treaſon ; or ra- 
ther a vile commixture of them all. 


As to Mr. Pitt, whom we ſhould think 
is another of his deities, he accuſes him 
of illiberality, of a narrowneſs of mind, 
of inconſiſtency, of an unſound policy, 
and of being guilty of actions that muſt 
diſguſt every party, and meet with gene- 

| ral 
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ral diſapprobation! This is his friend- 
ſhip. Hear his enmity. 


Lord North he accuſes with want of 
Principle, yet he afterwards celebrates him 
for his virtues. This is the firſt time in- 
deed that virtue was ever heard to be de- 


ficient in principle! 


Mr. Fox he accuſes of only one crime, 
and a great one it certainly is, he wants 
the opinion of the crring multitude. His 
powers of eloquence, he allows, are more 
logical and fold than thoſe of Mr. Pitt; 
and that he is ſuperior to the Miniſter in 
modern, in polite, and in all political 
knowledge. As he thus acknowledges Mr. 
Fox's pre-eminence, the multitude, it is 
preſumed, ought not long ta retain their 
errors, but embrace the truths contained 


in his doctrine. 


The 


The Duke of Portland, he accuſes of 
poſſeſſing a reſpectable and excellent pri- 
vate character; laments that he is only 
equal in heart and underſtanding to the 
late Marquis of Rockingham. This is 
meant as a poiſon, but 1t acts as a balm. 
All parties haye ſubſcribed to the mild but 
firmintegrity of a Rockingham. It was he 
who ſubdued the jarring political elements. 
His whole life was glorious, though his 
death proved deſtructive. Happy for this 
diſtracted empirc will it be, ſhould his 
Grace of Portland prove the ſucceſsful 
Rockingham of 1787, by laying party, like 
him, proſtrate at the foot of Liberty ! His 
Grace's virtues merit the taſk. And the 
Reviewer could not pay a greater compli- 
ment to any party, although evidently in- 
tended as a farcaſm, than by affirming 
that their chief pageant was a man of ſtrict 


virtue, and a counterpart of the very re- 
ſpectable departed and revered Marquis. 
Before 
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Before we conclude, it is neceſſary to 
obſerve that the ſcope of the whole pam- 
phlet, though ſeemingly intended, from 
an affectation of candour, only to ſoil ad- 
miniſtration and blacken oppoſition, its 
wound lies deeper. It is hkewiſe deſigned 
to deſtroy the amiable character of the 
Prince of Wales. Parliament is to be ſa- 
crificed at the ſhrine of Haſtings. The 
Prince's reputation at the ſhrine of virtue, 
becauſe it is thought that it would gratify 
the feelings of a diſpleaſed Father. Both 
Prince and Patriots, it appears, were to be 
levelied in the duſt, that our Sovereign, 
the god of his intereſted idolatry might be 
pleaſed. Deſtroy the character of Prince 
and Parliament in. the eyes of the people, 
and our King alone becomes inveſted with 
all the prerogatives of the Gallic Monarch. 
But ſo eager was this Reviewing Aſſaſſim to 


ſtab the Prince and both parties at one 
K thruſt, 


„ 

thruſt, that he could not help deeply 
wounding the Sovereign alſo. From this 
over- ſtrained lounge, he cannot pollibly 
recover. If he attempts it, he falls into 
ignominy. Unknown, he can only be 
deteſted as an obicure aſſaſſin; but ſhould 
he ever have the hardihood even to whil- 


per his name, it will afterwards be adopt- 


ed as a term to convey every thing that is 


baſe and infamous. 


In theſe reflections on a tinſel'd com- 


poſition, which ſeems to have been writ- 


ten for the purpoſe of a day, we have 
not ſhewn any diſreſpect to the Sove- 
reign ; while we have reprobated the baſe 
idea, that he owes any portion of the af- 
fections of his people to the diſobedience 
of his amiable Son. Were we to follow 
the example of the Reviewer, we ſhould 
in lofty ſtrains proclaim our indepen- 


dence, 


1 
dence, our integrity, and our virtue. We 
{ould tell you, that to us, all parties are 
alike; but we are not defirous of com- 
pelling, or even of alluring over to our 
ſide, the opinions of men: nay, we ſhall 
go ſo far as to ſay, that whether rich or 
poor, or whig or tory, it is of no im- 
portance. What we have written appears 


for itſelf; and we ſend it out into the 
world, that it may receive its deſert. 


R EN OI ND E R 
| TO THE 
PEOPLE's ANS WER. 


Ir the King” s name be a tower of ſtrength in a 
pure monarchy , that of „he People is equally | 
- in a mixed government. Often have both 
crved the purpoſes of villainy and deception. 
This is the plan of the People's Anſcver. A 
tlunty catchpenny, written w ith no other v ew, 
than to glofs over the falle brilliancy, the in- 
congruity, the abſurdity, the diſloyalty, and 
rhe u ant of patriotitin, which pervade every 
part of the Short Review, 

Akurphv, in his farce of the Upholſterer, and 
Smollet, in the Adventures of a Guinea, have 
OraWn cwo literary characters, that firſt vrote 

2 an 
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an attac, and each afterwards, in a defence, dif- 
ſected it in their 0:04 compoſitions. We do not 
alfi m that this may be exactly the caſe with the 
author of the People's Anſwer; but it is evi- 
dent, upon the moſt curſory glance, that he has 
at leaſt a felloo-fecling for the ſucceſs of the 
Review, if he be not the author of it. 

It muſt be allowed that the ſtyle is not very 
fimilar.. But for this we can eafily account. 
The Review being a hunting after vocable, and 
a labour at period, to ſhed a falſe luſtre, like a 
whiting in the dark; it muſt have employed a 
weak mind for many days, nay for many weeks. 
It is, however, quite different with the Anſever, 
it being written on the /pyr of the occaſion.— 
Therefore it dazz/es not, unleſs with one dif- 
tracted ſimile, and the abſurd members of an 
abſurd metaphor. They are theſe : 

The circle at the Levee,” ſays he, like 
the orbit of the Georgium ſidus, is ſo far re- 
moved from the the su& oF WIr, as ſcarcely,” 
&c. Now, it is certain that Herſchell's planet 
is a great way removed from the ſun : but whe- 
ther or not that ſun be the ſun of wit, remains 
to be proved. He cannot ſurely mean Apollo? 
Becauſe, even allowing maſter Apollo to be a 
wit, as he is the god of verſe, to form a ſimile 
by a figure, is beyond the comprehenhon of 
either Burke or Lenginus. Very likely he meant 
the ſun of wit to be Sheridan, and the Georgi- 
um fidus our gracious monarch. To be ſure, 
the circle at the Levee is far removed from She- 
ridan, and conſequently fo is our Sovereign ſtar, 
the Georgium fidus. By adopting this happy 
and ſublime thought, therefore, in diſcovering, 
meaning for him, he muſt certainly own that 
wg have thrown in one ray of wit, to illumine 
his obſcure, ambiguous figures, which partake 


of 


1 


of the form of a griffin. If they have the cyes 
and beak of a two-legg'd bird, they are ſure to 
have the feet of a four-legg'd beaſt, to prove 
how much ſuperior the vigour of imagination 
is to the powers of nature. 

Being hungry, perhaps, which is the lot of 
many a muſe, he compares the whole pamphlet 
of the Review to a pleafant banquet. This 
might paſs, as it is a natural failing in empty 
authors, to picture purſes of gold in their writ- 
ings, and good eating and drinking, that they 
may at leaſt feed their fancies, if they cannor 
either fill their pockets or their bellies. After, 
therefore, he has removed the ſecond courſe, he 
luxuriouſly calls for the deſert. But what ſort 
of a deſert is it, my good People, that your 
mouth-piece enjoys? He not only cracks a few 
literary walnuts, but he likewiſe cracks cherries, 
nay edifying cherries too! And he revels in 
all this delicious deſert, for no other purpoſe 
than being in queſt of /aterleaved motroes /* 
Ye delirious powers of Fancy, tell us in what 
part of the globe this new poetic garden of 
Eden flouriſhes Where are theſe trees of 
knowledge to be found, that produce literary 
walnuts and edifying cherries? Greater far 
than old Eden muſt this orchard be, where 
not only the fruit enlarges the underſtanding, 
but even knowledge 1s conveyed to the mind 
through the medium of the eye, by the hand of 
nature ſtamping edifying mottoes too, upon 
every leaf! Muſt we ſcarch for it near the 
banks of the Euphrates, between the tropics? 
Or is it only to be found between the tropics of 
a diſtempered brain? Tell us, tell us, thou 
bregen Hydra of the People! 


So 


* Sec the Anſwer, p. 23. 


TH 1 
So much for his reſi ned imagination. Now 
for his plagiary. 

In order to puff the ſale of the Reviecr, be- 
ſides ſipping Mr. Eden's cold cream, he like- 
wife ſips the cream of Don Quixotte, without, 
however, acknowledging ir. He tells us, that 
every one about Court 15 eager to read this pre- 
cious Review ; that lords of the bed-chamber 
retail it; maids of honour fcribble it; paves 
learn to ſpell it, &c. Reader, when you per- 
uſed the hird chapter of the fecond part of Don 
Quixotte, do you not remember Sampſon Car- 
ratco fay, when ſpeaking of the firſt part of 
that work, that © the very children handle it; 
voys read it; men underſtand it; and old people 

laud it : in ſhort, it 1s fo thumbed, ſo re ad, 
= fo well known, &c. Then again“ But 
thoſe who peruſe it moſt are your pages; you 
cannot go into a nobleman's antichamber, where 
you won't find a Don Quixotte, which is no 
N aid down by one, than another takes it 

; tome ſtruggling and ſome intreating for a 
Sole of it, Kc. Of Cervantes's inimitable 
work this was true. The reverſe is not only 
the caſe with this ridiculous Review ; but it ex- 


citcs no other feeling than that of contempt, 


either at St. James's, at Carlton-houſe, at Bur- 
lington-houſe, nav, and at Downing: ſtreet too. 
If it be ad mired at all, it is onlv by the author, 

and his friend, the illuſtrious Haſtings —_W hat 
; ays Major Scott? But to return. Thus far 
piaglary No for principle. 

This ſel f· repreſentative of He People, inſidi- 
only brings for ird the Reviewer's dark ſhadc 
of Mr. F OX's character only, and but the light 
made of the Minitter's. This is not only un- 
fair, but infamous and unprinctpled. He praiſes 


Mc. Fox as Antony did Brutus.“ He ſpeaks 


of Nr. Pitt, as the fame man did of Czfar.+ 
fair, 
s Anſwer, p. 11. + Idem, p. 9. and 10. 
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Though we might profeſs ourſelves to be of no 
party, yet, as we are the real friends of the 
People, and the admirers of many characters 
in Oppoſition, we cannot peruſe this trifling 
but treaſonable publication, without the utmoit 
indignation. | 

Lord North, too, is likewiſe abuſed. The 
anſwerer ſays, chat he was the inſtrument of ſlate, 
during all his adminiſtration ! He goes further. 
He has the infamy to afſert that his Lordſhip 
never © thourht or acted from his ozen honeſt 
priaciples, until he was .- the drawing- 
room !” Heavens! what a mendacious infinu- 
ation! To fav that a worthy character could be 
a of his honeſt principles for ten long 

cars! This þy tar outdoes all the Reviewer's 
malignicy: | 

He ſays, too, that the Fietr-apperent 15 A 
giddy Prince. A gay Prince he certainly is. Bur 
his gaicty is not frivolous. It is bounded by 
honour, on the one fide, and by clegance, on 
the other, {upporting a good heart in the centre. 

Plu march, he quotes, to ſhew /{militzdes in 
d. [limilar cha raters! Here, however, he dif- 
plays the cloven foot. Haſtings, he aſſerts, 
has only becn found apparently guilty of one 
of the moſt malignant of his ch arges!” Is not 
this /mpeaching the integrity of the honourable 
Houſe of Commons? 

But the great wound ot :ll, is reſerved for a 
perſon that ſhall be rameiv!s. Every party muſt 
execrate this portrait of him. Dart, In- 
&:Aive, uurele; 7.49 cruelty. Coli, ſullen, un- 
Iratlable gef verfe 4 Feftematic hatred of Li- 
berty. A hearty inrorance of our lates. A malis- 
went perverſion of cur conſtitution.” Ts not this 
totally diflevering Wilkes's Ji that he once 
withed to ſplit. Should any one peruſe the 
above patſage, with the context, covid he heſi- 

| rate 


tat to whom he would apply it, in any coll O 
* of Juſtice? And what would be the conſe 
qwence. junius's —— the King is but A | 
-vifiegar, in compar! this aqua regis! Its 

4 defign is to corrode and deftroy — 8 
, of character. * 
; Ibis pamphlet, upon the whole, is a bay 
* counterpart of the Review, only more acrimo-. 
* nious again Lord North, and a certain Perſon, TM 
for whom it gallops og the whole globe in by 

{earch of royal firmhirgdes © | 
Before we have done, We imuſt pot take leave ; 
| without obſctving that this catch 2 
Phlet, pretending to be „her aufaper, ©. 

ing f0r7ry on their own nam 

. appears to be the ſhield of n 1⁰ 
Jord of deſtruftion, to the Short Review. 4 . 
. e cannot conclude; without reprobatigg I br 

FRY feverity the ſpirit that breathes through J 
the Review and the Anſcber. The endeavour: of. 2 
bath! is to 2 "ax reſent the King and the Ph 
To widen, breach, hic | 
ecke e eff er beweg 0 
285 ctionate Father am niab | 
$ . Which we re PRs, Fe o more. 1 > 
_ trace lefigbehind, do remember d us that it. 
ever exiſted. 

We are ſorty to learn dp Adminiſtration fo 
ment .thigdbreach, from a fear of bing 
ſituations, ſhould a cordial” eecona [ 
place This is a ſab erk Ant in ger, 
ters, which it becorntes: 5 to 1 1 
are their Places, if cheh ran ick them 5 2 
Fikning the flame of ders elt makes their A 
patriotiſm 2 equi vocal. Perhaps it '2 
overturn it. Though the People, like Fortune; 
are often blind, they ſometimes remove the 
bandage. | N AF 
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